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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 9, 
line 4; "attache" should be "attached". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country pr in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

2. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US 
Patent No. 4,551 .958 to Reneault et al. 

Regarding claims 1-3, Reneault et al. discloses a sheathing panel comprising an 
insulating member (21 on fig. 2); a facing on one side of the insulating member (2 
on fig. 2); and said insulating member have respective edges extending beyond 
and recessed within the edges on the facing (14 on fig. 2), where the extending 
recessed and extending edges are approximately the same thickness and where 
the recessed and extending edge are about one-half the thickness of the 
insulating member. 
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Regarding claim 4, Reneault et al. discloses a wall consisting of a plurality of 
sheathing panels (see fig. 3). The panels comprising an insulating member (21 
on fig. 2), with a facing (2 on fig. 2) on one side, having respecting edge 
extending beyond and recessed within facing edges. Where, adjacent panels are 
placed with a recessed edge of one and an extended edge of another insulated 
member being overlapped, and the facing of two adjacent panels lying in abutting 
orientation with each other (see fig. 3). 

3. Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 

US Patent No. 4,522,004 to Evans et al. 

Regarding claim 10, Evans et al. discloses a sheathing panel comprising an 
insulating member having a thickness, two sides and a plurality of edges (10 on 
fig. 5); a mesh reinforced cement facing adhered to one side of the insulating 
member and having a plurality of edges (22 and 12 on fig. 5); one edge of the 
insulating member being defined by a flange comprising a portion of said 
thickness spaced from said facing and extending outwardly beyond the facing 
edge and another edge of the insulating member defined by a recess in the same 
portion of said thickness beneath and spaced from said facing (see fig. 3). 
Regarding claim 11, Evan et al. discloses a panel as described in claim 10 where 
two adjacent edges of said panel are defined by extending flanges of the 
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insulating member and two other edges of the panel are defined by recesses 
beneath and spaced from said facing (see fig. 3 and Col. 2, lines 5-9). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5-7, 12, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Reneault et al. in view of US 4,522,004 to Evans et al. 

Regarding claims 5-7, Reneault et al. discloses a wall as described in claim 4 but 
does not disclose a wall where the sheathing panels are mounted on stud walls, 
the wall consists of wall studs and sheathing panels, and where the wall consist 
of a mesh layer disposed on said facings. Evans et al. discloses a wall system 
consisting of insulation panels with no facing mounted to wall studs and further 
consisting of a mesh layer disposed on the wallboards. It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to substitute the walls boards as described by 
Evans et al. with the wall panel as described by Reneault et al. The motivation 
for such a substitution would be to provide wall panels with better insulation. 
Regarding claim 12,16 and 17, Evans et al. teaches a method of erecting a stud 
wall, with an insulating member with extensions and recesses along panel edges. 
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comprising the steps of applying one sheathing member to a stud wall and 
applying a second sheathing panel to said stud wall adjacent one sheathing 
panel such that adjacent panels are placed with a recessed edge of one and an 
extended edge of another insulated member being overlapped. Evans et al. also 
teaches the method including the steps of finishing the wall by first taping the 
seams defined between adjacent panels with a mesh-reinforced tape (20 on fig. 
5) and then applying a mesh-reinforced coating (22 on fig. 5). Evans et aL does 
not disclose an insulating panel with a facing. Reneault et al. discloses an 
insulating panel with a facing and with extensions and recesses along panel 
edges. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to substitute the walls 
boards as described by Evans et al. with the wall panel as described by Reneault 
et al. The motivation for such a substitution would be to provide wall panels with 
better insulation. 

6. Claims 8, 9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Reneault et al. in view of US 4,333, 286 to Weinar. 

Regarding claim 8, Reneault. discloses a wall as described in claim 4 but does 
not disclose a plurality of clips having one leg secured to a wall stud and another 
leg secured to an insulating member of a panel and to a stud. Weinar discloses a 
wall bracket (see fig. 14 for application) used to secure wall panels to framing 
members, where one leg is attached to the stud member (120 on fig. 5), and 
another attached to the stud member and wall panel (125 on fig. 5). Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the wall system of 
Reneault et al. to include the connecting clip of Weinar (as shown in figs. 5 and 
14) as a means of connecting the wall panel to the stud. One would have been 
motivated to make such a modification to provide additional securing means of 
the wall panel to the stud member. 

Regarding claim 9, Reneault et al. discloses a wall as described in claim 4 but 
does not disclose and elongated bar having one leg secured to a wall stud and 
another leg secured to an insulating member of a panel and to a stud. Weinar 
discloses a wall bracket (see fig. 14 for application) used to secure wall panels to 
framing members consisting of an elongated bar (122 on fig. 5), where one leg 
(120 on fig. 5) is attached to the stud member, and another attached (to the stud 
member and wall panel (125 on fig. 5). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art to modify the wall system of Reneault et al. to include the 
connecting clip of Weinar (as shown in figs. 5 and 14) as a means of connecting 
the wall panel to the stud. One would have been motivated to make such a 
modification to provide additional securing means of the wall panel to the stud 
member. 

7. Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Reneault et al. in view of Evans et al as applied to claim 12 above, and further in 
view of US 4,333, 286 to Weinar. 
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Regarding claim 13, Reneault et al. in view of Evans et al. teaches the method as 
previously rejected in claim 12 but does not teaches the method of attaching a 
panel to a stud wall using a clip. Weinar teaches the method of applying a clip 
over a portion of an insulating member and securing one leg of the clip to the 
stud and securing another leg to the of said clip over the portion of insulating 
member to the stud wall through the insulating member (see fig. 1 1 and fig. 14). 
Regarding claim 14, Reneault et al. in view of Evans et al. teaches the method as 
previously rejected in claim 12 but does not teaches the method of attaching a 
panel to a stud wall by overlapping the said clip with other adjacent panel and 
attaching other panel to the stud with another clip. Weiner teaches the method of 
attaching a panel to a stud wall by overlapping the said clip with other adjacent 
panel and attaching other panel to the stud with another clip (see fig. 12). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the wall 
system of Reneault et al. in view of Evans et al. to include the connecting clip of 
Weinar (as shown in figs. 5 and 14) as a means of connecting the wall panel to 
the stud. One would have been motivated to make such modifications to provide 
additional securing means of the wall panel to the stud member. 

8. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reneault et al. in view of Evans et al as applied to claim 12 above, and further in view of 
US 4,719. 730 to Winkowski. 
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Regarding claim 15, Reneault et al. in view of Evans et al. teaches the method as 
previously rejected in claim 12 but does not teaches the method of attaching a 
panel to a stud wall using an elongated bar. Winkowski teaches the method of 
attaching a panel to a stud wall by securing one leg of an elongated bar to a 
plurality of studs (22 on fig. 1) and another leg to a plurality of studs through a 
portion of said insulating member of the panel (see fig. 1). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the wall system of Reneault 
et al. in view of Evans et al. to include the connection method of Winkowski (as 
shown in figs. 5 and 14). One would have been motivated to make such 
modifications to provide additional securing means of the wall panel to the stud 
member. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tiara S. Robertson whose telephone number is 571- 
272-2944. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached on 571-272-6842. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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